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o CUSANNE BODENHEIMER

" “Not one frenny of CIA money has
cuci come in to the AFL or the AFL-
CIO to my knowledge over the last
twenty years, and I say to you if it
I would know about
cake a great deal of pride
in the work we've done overseas and
I resent the fact that the CIA is try-
ing to hkorn in on it and say that
they have done some of it”

—CGronocr Muany, President of ATL-
CIO, denying charges of Central Intel-
iigence Agency subsidies to AFL-CIO,
~ay b, 1967
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“"»aciNg, for the moment, that
-~ George Meany is incapable of tell-
ing a lie. Suppose that the AFL-CIO’s
expensive campaign to promote “dem-
ocratic unionism” abroad—particularly
in Latin  America—is not being
charged to ihe ever-expanding account
of the “invisible government,” are its
motivations and methods so different
from those of the CIA, and has Meany
any reason to take pride in .that
campaign?

The apparatus of the AFL-CIO’s

Lain American program_ since World -

. War 11 has been ‘geared to a continu-

: principai instrument, the dntex-Amerj-
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ation of uw.x Cold War. Through its
can T eraal Oryzamzanon of Workers
‘s ,,‘.oundcd in 1951 to compete
Vi, ac.tst and Peronist labor organ-
~ni-CIO has constructed a
neasore of “free and  democratic”
un.ons  i.coughout Latin America.
This w ..plemented by the Jnterpa-
oo oo Aride Sccretariats (ITS), which
c-mrmnatc ,.cnvmcs among -unions in
the same trade or industry throughout

Jeia, e

- the 'world, The third agency of the

STAT ..

AFL-CIO in Latin America is the
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American Institute for Free Labor De-.

velopment (AIFI.D), which brings to-

gether the resources of American
labor, American business, and the U.S.
Goverpment. '

Like official U.S. policy-makers, the
AFL-CIO is ambivalent toward social
change in Latin America and vacil-
lates between a desire to win over
Latin Americans with promises of
gradual social reform and a tendency
to rely on “safe”—military and oligar-
chic—forces which stifle even peaceful
social progress. With She hand Ameri-
can labor holds out offers of educa-
tion and financial aid, and simultane-
ously, with the other hand, wields the
“big stick” of intervention.

A widely-advertised attraction. of
the AFL-CIO operation south of the

Rio Grande is the AIFLD educational

program, which has reached wmore
“than 60,000 Latin American unionists
since 1962. Scholarships to the AIFLD

Institute in the United States are
awarded to the “star” pupils in local
‘and  regional AIFLD  seminars,

recruited and screened by AFL-CIO

and ORIT representatives, After com- | ]
- premise, as its
Doherty, put it to the Council for .
-Latin America (an American business-.

pleting the ~three-month “advanced
course” and returning to their own
countries, the most promising students
remain on the AIFLD payroll as
“interns” for nine months.

SUSANNE BODENHEIMER specialized in -
Latin American political development at
Harvard and the Massachusetts institute .
of Technology. She gathered the mate-
rial for this article while engaged in re-
scarch at the Institute for Policy Studies
in Washington—research based largely
on interviews with Amaerican and Latin

- American labor officials., She now lives
in Latin America,

“advisers),
their AIFLD education to meet equal-  © .-
ly potent challenges from rightwing
dictatorial governments or entrenched’

the pleasant, rolling Virginia country-
side, more than seventy-five miles
from Washington, D.C,, is the AIFLD

Institute. Originally located in Wash-

ington, it was moved to Virginia, ac-
cording to AIFLD officials, to provide
a “more peaceful” environment for
study. Students are without cars or bus
service to “‘the monastery,” as they have

nick-named it, and are seldom exposed

to the distractions of the big city. None
of the students I met there spoke
English and few seemed engrossed in
their studies.

All AIFLD students major in anti-
Communism, a subject which their |

instructors, some of whom are Cuban
exiles, are well qualified to teach.
According 'to the AIFLD Report, stu-

dents from several countries spend °

more hours in the “democracy and
totalitarianism” course (“democracy”
American-style, “totalitarianism” Com-
munist-style) than on any other sub-
ject. Through
students gain practice in countering
Communist infiltration. But while
AIFLD graduates have acquired exper-
tise in ousting Communists (or anyone
who looks Communist to AFL-CIO
they are ill-equipped by

land-owning and business interests. Al-
though ninety per cent of the land
in Latin America is controlled by ten

per cent of the landholders, land re.

form receives scant attennon in the

_AIFLD curriculum.
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Central to AIFLD’s program is the .

director, William

men'’s group) on February 11, 1966,

that “The great bulk of the 15,000,000 . '
-organized workers in Latin America
. think, want, and desire almost identi-""

cally with their counterparts in the

United States.” On the dubious as- . "

sumption that American unionism is

exportable, AFL-CIO educators have o

focused on “bread and butter” issues

—higher wages, better working condi-.

tions, more fringe benefits—to be ob-
tained through the collective bargain-

‘role-playing” exercises, .
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